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dropped in favour of ﬁhe pfesqyt agreameet-,a :ﬂqgg . now :
wish to exclude P.A.A. from the use of the facil B hi@b
we have granted to the U.S. naval and military authozitieg.

3 .Mesnwhile, however, we had on two occasions,
Aagust 8tnh and September 26th, in writing to the S8.D.
formally reserved the right of any British air transport
undertaking to utilize facilities established by American
interests on British soil. This, a&as the F.C. point out, at
least implies that we consider that P.A.A. have the right
to use the facilities too. In replying to our note of
September 26th, the S.D. comment on this aspect of the
guestion as follows:-

"In reply you &are advised in view of the present
projects to establish Aruy and Navy bases on aress

to be leased from the British Covernment, that the
original pluans to have Pan American Airways construct
certain facilities on British soil have been abandoned
with the excestion of seaplune facilities at Port of
Spain, Trinidad. Pan American Airways plans to expand
its seaplane facilities at Port of Spain, Trinidad,

on behalf of the War Department, but such facilities
will be commercial in character and not under the
control of the UUnited States Government. It is not
contemplated that commercial aircraft will be authorized
to operate from any of the Army and Navy bases to be
constructed in the leased areas, except in case of
emergencies or for strictly military purposes, undg;,‘~_~_
supervision of the War and Navy Departments. Snouyld
arran.ements be made at some fature time, however, to
permit Aumerican couanercial aircraft to operate from
these buses, sympatnetic consideration will then be
given Lo the granting of similar facilities to British
air transport undertzkings at reasonuble commercial

charges". -
L. Thus, the U.S.G.,wnile eaylnb that they do not
intend to allow comnercial, airera £t uge the naval and
wmilituary bases at present 5eoib111ty of doing

s0 in the future, and prd&ise that in that case similar
fecilities will be granted to British aviation. We are

thug in the awkward position of having to ask the S.D. to
refuse to their own aviation what we have been pressing them
to grant to ours. I think that all we can do is to reply to
the S.D. taking note of this pussage in their communlcation
and saying that in view of subsequent developuments we assume
thet U.5.G. will consult with H.M.G. before making sny use
other than military of the bases. The S.D. note he®)a new
factor which was not present when F.0. despatch No. 84

(see 3044/1/40) was written and perhups our proposed reply
to the S.D. should be referred to the F.0. for their

concurrence before despatch. Te allowealuvn ol (n &
po et 6,464~va¢bu\.ﬁu~L,'4 b e & 7 (~ CATA whtn

t\.«- o | There/




5 There remains (&-small point o the aeroplane

faeilities for P.A. A. at Port of Spain, to which reference

- is made in the S.D.'s note. I have not been able to lay
my hand on the papers in regard to this,_but I think we
can assuie that the contract with P.A.A. wou provide
fer reciprocity. Perhaps the A.A. could elucidate this.
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